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REMARKS 

The present patent application has been reviewed in light of the office action, dated 
October 22j 2009, in which the claims 1-37 are rejected utider 35 L-.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Stemet al, U.S, Publication No. 2003/0008669 (hereinafter "Stein"). 
Reconsideration of the above-refereticed patent appHcation in view of the fotegoing 
amendments and following remarks is respeetfully requested. 

Claims 1-37 are pending. Claims 1, 12-13f 17, 21, 26. 30, and 34 have been amended, 
without prejudiee or disclaimer. Support foi" the claim aniendihents rtmy be fouiid in original 
claims 1, 12-13, 17^ 2i, 26, 30, and 34, as well as at paragraphs [001 5j-[001 7J, and [0026]-' 
[0028], for example.. 

Claim Rejecaons under 35 U.S.C. § l02fe> 

Claims 1-37 are rejected under 35 U,S,C< § 102(e) as being anticipated by Stem, 
Assignee respectftjlly traverses these rejections. 

To anticipate a claimj the reference must teach each and every element of the claim. "A 
claim is miticipated only if each and every element as set forth in tilie claim Is found, either 
expressly or inherently described, in a single prior ait reference." Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil 
Co. of California, 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Gir. 1987). "The identical 
invention must be show*n in as complete detail as is contained In the ... claim." Riehardson v. 
Suzuki Motor Co., 868 F.2d 1226, 1236, 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

The applied docmnent does not show each and eve;ry element of the claims. Stein 
appears to show a system for determining a position of a terminal under the coverage of a 
repeater in a mreless communication system. However, Stein does not disclose "receiving 
infomiation in a wireless communieatipti system from a repeater through a base station of a set 
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of base stations, the inibrmaiion beim indicative of st gBals of said set of base stations 
detectable by sald jepeater^ (emphasis added) as recited in amended ciaim i . In the office 
actioa, the Exarniner relies on paragraph [0004] for support for the Examiner's assertion tliat 
Stein discloses "the infor,matiou being indicative of isignais of a set of base stations that a 
repeater can detect" (page 3 of the final ofBc« action). Paragraph [0004] of Stein states: 



co\era^c mmi ir'^v ^k^i ^ ^* t oc\ii<iV) *Kit 

ra;«jt\ cork h i 1 rcir } \ »n h^s? i Uu 

i ^ \s u h V i fhic H h l^^ttm th I N " n ' 
nohik LOil) V t ^ iM. Uak c » tiK palii iiora tbt< iiiabiit 



As can be seen from paragraph [0004], there is no mention of inibrniatian identifying a set of 
base stations deteetabie by a repeater. Rather, the passage from pai'agraph [0004] appears to 
indicate that repeaters may receive and retrajtismit signals on forward and re^'erse links. There 
appears to he no disclosure of information identifying a set of base stations detectable by a 
repeater^ as recited in amended claim 1. 



Additionally, Stein does not disclose '\ipdating a neighbor list based on the received 
information" as recited in claim 1 . in the ofSce ^ction, the Examiner relies on paragraphs 
[0146], [0049], and [0108] of Stein to siippoit the Examiner s assertion dmt the above eiemehts 
of claim 1 are disclosed by Stein. Paragraph [0146] states: 
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In jpartieular, the lixaminer points to the passage in paragraph [0146] referring to "updated to 
reflect the delay of the repeater". However, such Update refers to adjusting a time offset at a 
terniinai, and there is no disclosure in paragfaph [0146] of updating a neighbor list based on 
inlbittiation identifying a set of base stations detectable by areceivef . 

Paragraph [0108] of Stein appears to disclose that aiieighbor list associated mth. a base station 
may include nearby base stations that are candidates tor a handoff for a terminal. The terminal 
may be provided witli the neighbor list associated witli the base station with which it 
communicates, and the terminal may consult the neighbor list as .the terminal searches. for 
stTong signals to determine whether or not a hasdoff is inquired. However, there is no 
disclosure in this paragraph of a neighbor list being updated with information regarding a set of 
ba se: stations that ai-e detectable by a repeater. Paragraph [0049] similarly does not disclose a 
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aeigEbor list being updated with informatioa reg mding a set MMi^e^^s^^^ that are detectable 

bv.a.repeater. 



Therefore, for at least these reasons, Stein does jiol anticipate ciaim 1 . 

Similarly, Stein does iipt disclose "identil>'ing signals associated with a set of base 
stations that the re|>eater can detect" (emphasis added) in a method perfomed by a repeater, as 
recited in claim 6. In the office action, the Examiner relies on paragrajph [0041] of Stein to 
support the Examinier's assertion that Stein discloses "a meivGd executed in a repeater. . ., the 
metbod comprising: identifying signtus associated witii a set of base stationsS tltat tiie repeater 
can detect" (sec; pajge 4 of the ofEce action). However, there appeaiB to be lio disclosure in 
paragraph [0041] of identifiinft base stations tiiat a rep^atei: CM^^d^^ Ratiier, the paragraph 
appears to be coiicerned witii tte iderttification of xtspeaters within a coverage area. Assignee 
respectfuliy submits that there is no disciosure in paragraph [0041] or anywhere else in Stein of 
a repeater identifying s ignals associated w ith a set Of tee stat |oiis that the repeater can detect, 
and Stein therefore does not anticipate elaiin 6. 

Independent claims 12^, 17, 21, 26^ 30, 34, and36 recite elernents similar to those 
discussed above in connection with independent claims I and 6. Therefore, for at least these 
reasons, Stein does not anticipate each and every element of amended independent claims L 6, 
12, 17, 21, 26, 30, 34, and 36. Stein further does not anticipate each and eyery element of 
claims 2-5, 7-1 1, 13-16, 18-20, 22-25, 27-29, 31-33, 35, and 37, which depend from claims 1, 
6, 12, 17, 21, 26, 30, 34, and 36, respectively. Assignee respectfully requests the withdrawal of 
the rejections to claims 1-37, 
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Additionally, as described in aii eai-iier j-esponse to a final office action, with respect to 
claim 3, Stein does not disclose "wherein the information idenMes.a set of phase offsets 
detected imm the signals of the set of base stations" (empha^its added) as recited in claim 3. As 
described above, there is no disclosure in Stein of a repeater pmviding infonmtion reaaxding a 
set of base ^taftioiis detectable bv the repeater . Further, with respect t^) the recited el'Knents of 
claim 3, there is no disclosure anywhere in Stein of a repeater proyidirie, a set of phase offsets 
dete cted itom signals frpm the set of base stations de te ctable by the repeater . In tlie fmal office 
action, at page 4, the Examiner provides paragiaph [Q057j of Stein for support for the 
Examiner's assertion that Stein arjticipates the above-recited elements of claim 3. However, as 
noted pix'viousiy, paragraph [0057] describes the repeater as providing communication between 
one or more mobile terminals and a serving base station. Assignee respeettiuliy submits that 
there is no disclosure in paragraph [0057] or any where eise in Stein of a repeater providing a set 
of phase offsets detected from siaxials from the set of base station s detecta ble bv the repeater , 
and Stein theretbre does not anticipate claim 3. Claims 7, 14, 18, 23, 27, and 31 include 
elements similar to thdise recited in claim 3, and are therefore also not anticipated by Stein. 

.Further, with respect to claim 4, Stein does not disclose 'Svherein tlie information 
includes identification codes detected from the signals of the set of base stations" (emphasis 
added) as recited in claim 4. As described above, there is no disclosure in Steifi of a repeater 
providing informatiGn regarding a set of base stations detectable by the repeater , Further, witli 
respect to the recited elements of clairft 4, there is no disclosure anywhere in Stein of a repeater 
providing identification codes detected from signals from the set of base stations detectable by 
the repeater . At page 4 of the final office action^ the Examiner provides paragraphs [005 1 j- 
[0055] of Stein for support for the Examiners assertion tliat Stein anticipates the above-recited 
elements of claim 4, However, pai-agraphs [005i]-[0055] of Stein describe using PN sequences 
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as identiflcatioii codes for repeaters. There is no disclosure of a repeater providing 
identification codes detected iToni signals from fee set o|.base by the 

re peater . Assignee respeetfully submits that tliere is no disclosure in paragraphs [O05r]-iOO55i 
or anywhere else in Stein of a repeater providing identifieaiion codes detected from signals 
from the set of base stations d ete ctable by the repeater, aiid Stein therefore does not anticipate 
claim 4, C'laims 8, 15, 19, 24. 28, and 32 include elements similar to those recited in claim 4, 
aiid are therefore also not anticipated by S tein. 
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CONCLUMON 



It is believed that all of the pending elaims have been addressed in this paper, liowever, 
failure to address a specific rejection, issue, or comment, does not signiiy agreement witii or 
concessiGn of that rejectipn, issue or comineat. In addltioHj becaiise the arguments made above 
are not intended to be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or ail pending 
claims (pt othtr claims) that have not been expressed Finally, nothing in this paper should be 
construed as an intent to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically 
stated in this paper, and the amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of 
impatentabilit)' of the claim prior to its amendment. 

in light of the amendments contained herein. Applicants snbmit that the applieation is in 
condition for allowance, tbr which early action is requested. Shbuld any issues rernaijn. 
miresoived, tlie iixaminer is encouraged to telephone fee undersigned at the number provided 
below. 

Please charge any fees or overpayments that may be due with this response to Deposit 
AccGlmt No. 17'-0026, If ia fee is required for an extension of time under 37 CFR 1 .136 not 

accounted for above, such an extension is requested and the fee should also be charged to our 
Deposit Aecomit, 



QUALCOMM Inco^orated 

Attn: Patent Departmeat 

5775 Morehouse Drive 

San Diego, Cahfomia 92121-1714 

Telephone: (858)651-7351 

Facsimile; (§58) 658-2502 



Dated '^/l^l 



By; 




Linda G. Gimderson, Ph.D. 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 46,341 
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